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A TRIAM took place at the Central Criminal Court, on Wednes-

day, which forcibly illustrates the wickedness of allowing the

public sale of opium. A woman named Bridget Kavanagh
was indicted for the wilful murder of her child, Julia, aged
three months, by poisoning it with laudanum. It appeared
that the child was a little sick after its breakfast on the 13th

of September, when the mother asked a witness if she could

not get some " doctor's stuff" to make it sleep, expressing at

the same time a wish that the child was dead. Shortly after-
wards she went out and returned with a bottle of "doctor's

stuff," which afterwards proved to have been laudanum. The

potion, of course, poisoned the child, who died fifty-four hours
after-ards at the University College Hospital. It appears from
the following evidence that the poison was obtained as what is
termed the " open shop " of a surgeon.

" Mr. G. TUTTLE deposed, that he was assistant to a surgeon
named Carter, in Fitzroy-street. On the 14th of September
the prisoner came to the shop and asked for some laudanum.
He inquired what slhe wanted it for, and she said it was to
make a woman sleep, and she wished to know how much she
was to give her. He told her ten or fifteen drops, and gave
her a drachm of laudanumn in a bottle, and put a label on the
bottle, marked " Laudanum-Poison," and he also at the same
time told the prisoner it was poison. A drachm would contain
sixty drops. He did rot thinli lhe was doing wrong in selling the
laudanum to the prisoner. Slhe did not tell her name or where
she lived. He made no farther inquiries of her, and did not
ascertain whether the laudanum was to be given to a person in
health or sickness, or whetlher it was a strong poison or not."
The Judge, in summing up, observed,
" That it appeared to him to be, at all events, a careless pro-

ceeding on the part of a chemist, or other person acting in that
capacity, when fifteen drops were sufficient for the required
purpose, to give, as had been dorne in the present case, four
times the quantity, namely, sixty drops; and he thought a

special caution ought to have been given, that the quantity
contained in the bottle amounted to four doses."

The Judge, of course, in his remarks, has in view the acci-
dental poisonings that may flow from the indiscriminate sale

of poisons. Of course the mere labelling of the bottle with

the proper dose wotuld be of no use in the case of a would-be

suicide; indee(l, it would only have the effect of showing the
amount iiecessary to procure the desired end. We think he
should hlave dwelt upon the carelessness of allowing the sale
of opium at all to unknown persons. God only knows how

many infants are put out of the world with this kind of " qui-
etner;" and we regret that the drug was sold at the "open

shop "' of a surgeon whose assistant should have lknown that
it was very likely to be criminally used. The profession will,
indeed, have a bad name if the public get the idea that,
through their carelessness, the tendency to infanticide, already
so strong in this country, is strengtlhened. The jury, after a

reproof to the vendor of the drug, taking a very merciful view
of the case, found the wooman guilty of manslaughter only.

The chairs of Regius Professor of Physic, and of Clinical

Professor, in the Universitv of Oxford, rendered vacant by the
death of Dr. Ogle, have both been filled by the appointment of
Dr. Acland. In the case of the Regius Professorship, the ap-
pointinent wvas made by the Crown: for the Clinical Professor-

ship there was an electio n by Convocation, in which Dr. Acland
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was opposed by Dr. Jackson, a graduate of the uiniversity and
one of the physicians of the Radcliffe Infirmary. We are glad,
however, to find that Dr. Aclalnd was elected by a large majolity.
For, however good a mian Dr. Jackson may be, and notwith-
standing his seniority to Dr. Acland in the Infirmary, his suc-
cessful opponent has shewn himself to be more than ordinarily
qualified for the performance of the duties to which he has
been appointed; and it would have been almost a pity, con.

sidering that there is not in Oxford a great embar-ras des richesses
in the way of materials for practical instruction, to exclude the
Regius Professor of Physic from the power of making the sys-
tematic and the clinical courses harrmonise with and illustrate
each other. The selection of Dr. Acland to fill the vacant
offices is one vwhich will give great satisfaction to the profes-
sion; and the University of Oxford is to be congratulated on

so efficient an addition to her professorial staff. As for Dr.
Acland himself, we trust that he may long enjoy his honours,
and always continue to follow that path of onward progress on

which he has for some time past been journeying.

The recent election of a Surgeon to the Queen's College at
Birmingham, the circumstances attending which are recorded
at p. 915, was certainly a rather curious affair in its result.
The Professors of Medicine and Surgery in Queen's College
were requested to malke a report oIn the testimonials of six
candidates. They accordingly reported, that all the six can-
didates were qualified and eligible; but they made a special
recommendation in favour. of Mr. J. S. Gamgee, both on
account of his professional ability, the manner in which he had
performed his public duties, and. his contributions to surgical
science. But, strange to say, this recommendation was set
aside, and a candidate was chosen; who, however great may be
his merits, certainly does riot appear to have the same standing
or to have enjoyed the same opportunities of acquiring pro.
fessional skill as several of the other candidates, even not
including Mr. Gamgee. Rumour hints that there has not been
altogether fair play; in short, that the object of the new scheme
in neutralising jobbei-y has been defeated. Until this is proved
true, little can be said about it; but one thing is certain-that
the Queen's College Professors have not been treated exactly
as gentlemen should be, to whom the performance of a re-
sponsible duty has been committed.

The inquest on the remains found a few weeks ago atWater-
loo Bridge has terminated in a verdict, that the deceased was
murdered by some person unknown. So far, then, there is no
doubt as to the mode of death, but it yet remains for justice to
lay lhands on the perpetrator. The elaborate report of Pro-
fessor Tdylor distinctly establishes the facts that the person
was an adult male, of rather tall stature, probably a dark hairy
man; that death was probably produced by a stab in the region
of the heart-there being, no marks of violence discoverable in
any other part of the remains; and that the body had certainly
not been dissected or nsed for the puirposes of anatomy, having
been cut and sawn up by a person or persons utterly ignorant
of the anatomical relations of parts. After Dr. Taylor's report,
all practitioners and students may rest aissured that no one with
a grain of sense will again insinuate that the body was one
which had been in the hands of a skilled dissector, and that
it was thrown over Waterloo Bridge for an absurd frolic, or
for any other equally discreditable reason.
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